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CarrgrPss of t4r ^"^nifeb ,*tntes 
WASHIIVGTON, I]C 20510 

necember 16, 2013 

The Honorable Gina MeCarthy 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Room 3000 
Washington, D.C. 

RE: EPA 14'ederal lmplementation Plan for Navajo Generating Stution (NGS) 
Docket Nutnbert EPA.R09-OAR-2013-0009 

Dear Administrator MoCarthy: 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide eomrnent on this latest step in the agency's on- 
going regulatory process involving the Navajo Generating Station. 

In its October 2013 supplemental filing, EPA recognized the unique purpoae and hiatory 
ofNGS, as well as the myriad stakeholders that share arn interest in the plant. It is that unique 
role, which was called into question by the far-reachini; impacts of EPA's initial Hest Available 
Retrotit Technology (DART) proposal. 

In response, a Technical Work Group (TWG) of stakehalders, including the Department 
of'the lnterior, crafted an alternative aimed at mitigating the damage EPA's original proposal 
would have intlicted. While there are diverse positions on the actions that have led tts to this 
point as well as some of the elements contained within the TWG alternative, we support the 
overarching objectives of the TWG's better-than-DART proposal:' preserve the federal trust 
responsibility, lionor legally bindinb water settlements, and tnitigate econoniic harm to Ind.ian 
and non-Indian communities, without adding to the federal deFtcit by imposing additional costs 
on taxpayers. 

Givcn the importance of NGS, we hope EPA will carefully consider comments provided 
during the rule malcing process, We further urge EPA to ensure that potential future regulations 
do not render ttie TWG alternative meaningless. 

1 Consistent with EPA's supplenientai tiling nn Qctober 22. 2013, this letter is limited in scope to Appendix 8 of the 
'C'WG agreement, the better-than-DART alternative. It shauld not be construed as a comment on any other provisions 
in the TWG agreetnent, which are unrefeted to EPA's DART detennination. 
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Thank you for your attention to this important issue, and for including these comments in 
the record. As always, we ask that this matter be handled in striet aeeordance w3th agency rules, 
regulations, and ethical guidelfnes,

Sincerely,

1 

A-TN MCCAIN 
United States Senator 
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RON BAR.BER 
Member of Congress	 Member of Congress 

MATT SALM
	

DAV1D SCHWEIKERT 
Member of Congress	 Member of Congress 
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UL GO A 
Mem er of Congress	 Member of Congress 

cc:	Anita Lee (AIIt,-2), US EPA, Itegion 9 
EPA Dacicet No. EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009 
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